
To: Fells, Sandy[Fells.Sandy@epa.gov]; Ward, W.Robert[Ward.Robert@epa.gov]; Mylott, 
Richard[Mylott.Richard@epa.gov]; McGrath, Shaun[McGrath.Shaun@epa.gov]; Cantor, 
Howard[ cantor. howard@epa.gov]; Smith, Paula[Smith.Paula@epa.gov]; Oberley, 
Gregory[Oberley.Gregory@epa.gov]; Schmit, Ayn[Schmit.Ayn@epa.gov]; Parker, 
Robert[Parker.Robert@epa.gov]; Hestmark, Martin[Hestmark.Martin@epa.gov]; McClain-Vanderpool, 
Lisa[Mcclain-Vanderpool.Lisa@epa.gov]; Faulk, Libby[Faulk.Libby@epa.gov] 
From: Mylott, Richard 
Sent: Fri 6/21/2013 3:27:35 PM 
Subject: Bloomberg: Fracking Pollution Probe in Wyoming Cast in Doubt by EPA 
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State officials will now mvest1gate the mteg1·1ty wells owned 
domestic water wells in Pavillion, Wyoming, while the Environmental Protection Agency stops further 
work on its draft report from 2011, which linked groundwater woes to hydraulic fracturing, or fracking, 
for natural gas. While EPA said it stands by its data, that preliminary finding is now effectively 
abandoned. 

"EPA's decision to not on conclusions in its 2011 draft is a and wise 
w,1ornir1(5 K_ep-u1J11ca_n Senator John Barrasso said in a statement. "I am confident that our state agt~nc1es 

the of Pavillion the answers deserve." 

Lom]'.Jlaints from ranchers and homeowners in the rural W,1ornir1!l town have taken on national 
s1gmt1cance as the EPA were seized on to illustrate the risks of the UHHLU'"' 

technique. EPA tests found evidence and 

test wells it"'""'""""' 

Now those state officials will be n.µ•1a'"'111r; and Encana will be nn)v1c11rur .5 million in runccllntg 
for the state's work and for a pulblH>e•drn~at11on effort. 

Gasland Filmmaker 

"I can't believe this is I'm dmnb!otmded, the filmmaker whose do1:::urne11tairy 
ni'\rlf",HTP•rl the difficulties ~+ ·-~~-•~ mc:lm1mg a in Pavillion. 

hostile to this mv·es1:ig<tt101n go. And to have Encana pay for it? That's 
insane." 

The announced in 
will progress on a 
agency to find tied to rrack1mg in The had been in the process 

and the agency had been comments on its results. 

The EPA "stands behind its work and data" from Pavillion. 
drafted in 2011, nor does it to on that 

Should Retract 

the agency said it won't finalize the 
conclusions. 

The""'""""'" decision please:d u1rl111<ctr"\r groups and lawmakers who have criticized its methcidolog;y and 
conclusions. 

"EPA should not the Pavillion work from co11s11de1·at1on. it should retract it," Erik a 
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group L\_I!JJo:JlgJ[IJ~lrn!QJJ1l]}j!JJf>t1l1~tC':, the Washington-based organization representing the 
oil and gas industry, said in a statement. 

that the test wells the agency drilled weren't sound and that its 
conclusions not warranted the chemicals and it found. EPA involved in Pavillion 
after town residents went to federal officials and that state weren't on their health 
and water c01np1a111ts. 

The environmental group Earthworks said the EPA's decision could actuallly sap sui:mort for trnck1ng, as 
the needs effective reg,ula.twn. 

Communities lg11or·eei 

"It's clear that the White House's 'all of the above' means fracking's impacts on 
communities are being ignored," said Alan Septoff, a spokesman for Earthworks. "The EPA is being 
forced by political pressure to back off sound science that shows fracking-enabled oil and gas 
development is a risk to public health." 

s~'"V'iU of water mixed with chemicals and sand are shot urnctergnmnei 
tecltmo1log;y has the U.S. cut its Ciey)eneie11ce 

Critics have said it water maintains that no confirmed case of such 
contamination has ever been demonstrated If the Pavillion results had held up to further 

could have been used to counter that contention. 

"If the EPA had any confidence in its draft 
and other federal it would proicet~Ci 

1-<n,c-rnu in a group rerire:serttrntg 
that the agency is 
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